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DETAILED ACTION 

Claim Objections 

Claims 11-17 are objected to because of the following informalities: in the 
preamble of claim 1 1 , "a terminal machine" is claimed then in the preamble of claims 
12-17, which refer back to claim 1 1 , "the navigation device according to claim 1 1" or 
"the navigation device according to claim 12" is claimed. Appropriate correction is 
required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S. C. 112: 

The specification shall contain a written description of the invention, and of the 
manner and process of making and using it, in such full, clear, concise, and exact terms 
as to enable any person skilled in the art to which it pertains, or with which it is most 
nearly connected, to make and use the same and shall set forth the best mode 
contemplated by the inventor of carrying out his invention. 

Claims 1-18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, first paragraph, as containing 
subject matter which was not described in the specification in such a way as to enable 
one skilled in the art to which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to 
make and/or use the invention. 

Claims 1 and 11 each recites a terminal machine comprises a judging 
means. ..map updating means. ..and an information center device comprises a storage 
unit which stores map data, a sending means which sends said map data to the 
terminal machine. However, there is no description to describe that the information 
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center device and the terminal device each is a separate unit that has its own computer 
system and storage unit. The written description fails to discloses how each device 
operate and how they communicate each other for sending map data to and receiving 
drive history information. 

With respect to claim 1,11, and 18, the claim recites that the terminal machine 
executes judges whether or not drive history information of the moving object is 
recorded in the recording medium, however, there is no written description directs to 
how the terminal machine can judge the driving history information which are stored in 
the recording medium of the navigation device. 

Claims 2-10, and 12-17 are rejected for the same reason. 

The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S. C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out 
and distinctly claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

Claims 1-18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112 (second paragraph) as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. 

Claims 1,11, and 1 8 each recites that map data is recorded in a recording 
medium then recites "whether or not said drive history information is recorded in said 
recording medium". It is unclear whether or not the map data is the same as the drive 
history information. 

Claims 2-10, and 12-17 are rejected for the same reason. 
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With respect to claims 1,11, and 1 8, applicant asserts that the claim element "a 
judging means" and "a map updating means" are means (or step) plus function 
limitation that invokes 35 U.S.C. 112, sixth paragraph. However, it is unclear whether 
the claim element is a means (or step) plus function limitation that invokes 35 U.S.C. 
112, sixth paragraph, because the first part of the "Three Prong Test" as set in MPEP 
2181 is not met. If applicant wishes to have the claim limitation treated under 35 U.S.C. 
112, sixth paragraph, applicant is required to: 

(a) Amend the claim to include the phrase "means for" or "step for" in accordance 
with these guidelines: the phrase "means for" or "step for" must be modified by 
functional language and the phrase must not be modified by sufficient structure, 
material, or acts for performing the claimed function; or 

(b) Show that the claim limitation is written as a function to be performed and the 
claim does not recite sufficient structure, material, or acts for performing the claimed 
function which would preclude application of 35 U.S.C. 112, sixth paragraph. For more 
information, see MPEP § 2181 . 

Claims 2-10, and 12-18 are rejected for the same reason. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed 
or described as set forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the 
subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are such that the subject matter 
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as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall 
not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

This application currently names joint inventors. In considering patentability of 
the claims under 35 U.S.C. 103(a), the examiner presumes that the subject matter of 
the various claims was commonly owned at the time any inventions covered therein 
were made absent any evidence to the contrary. Applicant is advised of the obligation 
under 37 CFR 1 .56 to point out the inventor and invention dates of each claim that was 
not commonly owned at the time a later invention was made in order for the examiner to 
consider the applicability of 35 U.S.C. 103(c) and potential 35 U.S.C. 102(f) or (g) prior 
art under 35 U.S.C. 103(a). 

Claims 1,11, and 18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Chojnacki (US 6768942B1 ). 

Chojnacki disclose all necessary structure to implement the desired use of the 
claimed system/method. 

Chojnacki directs to a navigation system/method comprising an information 
center system with server (12), a terminal machine (20) which is connected to the 
server (12) via the network (18), and a navigation system (16) which is mountable on a 
mobile vehicle (see figure 2, figure 3, paragraphs 0028, 0033, and 0042). As described 
in the Chojnacki, the navigation device (16) comprises a computer readable medium 
that stores map data and other storage means for storing past driving information of the 
vehicle (figure 7, memory 68, data store 66). The terminal machine (20) sends the 
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driving history to server in order to request map using the interface (48) (see figure 5, 
column 9, lines 7-20). The terminal machine (20) records in the portable data storage 
device (22) the map data received from the server by the network (18) (see figure 1 , 
column 7, lines 46-65). 

Conclusions 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Tuan C To whose telephone number is (571) 272-6985. 
The examiner can normally be reached on from 8:00AM to 5:00PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Jack Keith can be reached on 571-272-6878. 

The fax phone number for the organization where this application or proceeding 
is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
/Tuan C To/ 

Primary Examiner of Art Unit 3663/3600 
April 6, 2009 
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